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REMARKS 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 1-3. 7, iO-U. 13. 22. and 25: objected 
Claims 5-6. S-9. 12, 14-20, 24, and 26; and allowed claims 27-35 . 

AppUcani respectfully thanks the Examiner with appreciaUon for aJlo\wing Claims 27-35, 
and for indicating that Claims 5-6. 8-9. 12, 14-20. 24, and 26 contain patentable subject matter. 

In response to the Office Action. Applicant amends Claims 1, 12, 13, 15, 20, 22, and 27 
to claiify Applicanfs claimed invention. Applicant amends these claims solely to facilitate 
prosecution and reserves the right to pursue claims of broader scope in a conunuaiion 
application. 

After entry of the present Response, Claims 1-35 are pending in the Application. 
Applicant respectTully asserts ihar Claims 1-35 we in condioon for allowance and respectfully 
requests reconsideration of the claims in light of the above presented clarifying amendments and 
following remarks. No new matter is believed to be introduced by the above presented clarifying 
amendments. 

I. Telephonic Interview 

Applicant respectfully thanks the Examiner for the courtesy of a telephonic interview 
with Applicant's representative on 6 September 2005. The Examiner and the undersigned 
discussed the status of the claims and that the undersigned would be presenting claim 
amendments in light of the 12 August 2005 Office Action. The Examiner and the undersigned 
reached no agreements with respect to the claims during the telephonic interview. 

If for any reason the Examiner does not consider the foregoing record of the telephonic 
interview complete and accurate, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the 
undersigned Attorney. 

IL Pending Claims 

Applicant amends independent Claims 1, 13. and 22 to clarify Applicant's claimed 
invention. Specifically, Claim 1 now recites "wherein a first TIM metal is at least panially 
diffused v^thin a second TIM metal"; Claim 13 now recites "wherein the bonding temperature is 
less than the melting temperature of the metals"; and Claim 22 now recites "wherein the bonding 
mateiial has a melting teroperamre diai is lower than the melting point of the metals." 

IS443S<IL.I.[XX: 6 
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Independem claims J. 13, and 22 now tcciie subjeci mancr deemed allowable by the 
ExiOTHner. Mote specifically, Claim 1 now recites subjeci maiter deemed allowable in allowed 
Claim 35; and Claims 13 and 22 now recite subject matter deemed allowable in allowed Claim 
27. Thus. Applicant beUeves that independent Claims i. 13, and 22, ajid their respective 
dependent claims, are in condition for allowance. 

AdditionaUy, AppUcant amends allowed independent Claim 27 merely to recite a 
'•process" in accord»aice with dependent Claims 28-32. And Applicant amends Claim 32 to 
dep«snd from independent Claim 27. 

Applicant also amends dependent Claims 12, 15, and 20 to correct typographical tsrrors or 
in li^t of amendments to their respective independent claims. 

Applicant lEispectfiany assens that Claims 1-35 ate now in condition for allowance and 
mat their dependent clamis ate also in condition for allowance for the further limitations 
contained therein. 

}\ l 35 VS.C - ^ inaia) ReiecliQii 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1. 3. 7. 10, 1 1, 13. 22, and 25 under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as 
being unpatemable over Vnis ct ah (US. Patent No. 6,751.099) in view of Wang et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6.909,176). In lesponse, AppUcant has amended independent Claims 1. 13, and 22 to 
include subject matter that was previously allowed. Namely, these claims now recite subject 
matter which the Examiner deemed allowable in the 12 August 2005 Office Action. (See Page 4, 
12 August 2005 Office Acrion). 

Accordingly, Applicant believes mat Claims 1, 3. 7. 10, U, 13. 22, and 25 are now 
allowable. Withdrawal of the § 103(a) rejection to Claims 1, 3. 7, 10. 11. 13, 22, and 25 is 
respectfully requested. 

TV. FEES 

Applicant fJes this Response within three (3) mondis of the 12 August 2005 Office 
Action and with no additional claims. Accordingly. Applicant beUeves tiiat no extension or 
claims fees are due. The Commissioner is authorized, however, to charge any fees diat may be 
required, or credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account No, 2(J-X507. 
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V. CONCLUSION 

The foregoing is ft complete response lo the Office Action roaile4 12 August 2005. 
Applicant rcspectfuUy wsens that Qaims 1^35 are in condinon for allowance an4 respectfully 
requests passing of this case m due course of patent office business. If the Examiner believes 
there are other issues thai can be resolved by a telephone interview, or there are any informalities 
remaimng in the appUcation which may be corrected by an Examiner's amendment, a telephone 
caU to Hunter Yancey at (404) 885-3696 is respecifuUy requeswd. 

Respecifully submitted, 
TROUTMAN SANDERS JXP 




James HuiH^^b^' Yancey. Jr. 
USPTO RegisffatioNNo, 53,809 
Anomey forJNTEL CORPORATION 



Troutman Sanders IIP 
Bank of America Plaza 
600 peachtree Sueei, NE 
Suite 5200 

Atlanta. Georgia 30308-2216 
United States of America 
P: (404) 885-3696 
F: (404) 962-6828 

E: hunter.yancey®iroutmansanders.com 
DATE: 26 October 2005 
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